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THE WAR IN TURKEY.

THE following extract from a letter written by an Eng-
lish Medical Officer, who has been serving in one of the
hospitals in Bosnia, will prove interesting to our readers :-

’, The hospital is now filled with scurvy, dysentery, ague,
and diarrh&oelig;a. The number suffering from scurvy that
present themselves daily in the out patient room is quite
appalling. We are quite close to the Servian and Montene-
grin frontier, and within two days’ journey of Ht’rz ’govina,.
Two days ago the Montenegrins came unpleasantly close
here and burnt a village, killing all the inhabitants. The
Turks pursued them and killed twenty-five M’)ntenegrins.
People in England have no idea how the Russians are

secretly at work among the Srvians and Bosnians and else-
where, inciting them to rebellion, and everyone knows that
the peace negotiations with Montenegro, prolonged from
week to week as they werf, and which fell through after-
wards, were the result of Russian intrigue to gain time.
They never meant to make peace. We have here now only
a. few companies of the regulars and one battalion of
Albanian Bashi. Baz luks, and most ferocious-looking fellows
they are too. I believe, for ferocity, they are on a par with
the Montenegrins, and that is saying a good deal. There
is not a pin to choose between the Bashi-Bazouks and the
Christian peasantry. One sect is quite as cruel as the
other. They are all half savages. I have been living for
nearly nine months amongst a horde of savages ; still, on
the whole, I don’t regret the experience. F.)r the last two
months I have not heard a word of the English language
spoken&mdash;nothing but Turkiah, French, Bosniac, Arnaut,
Armenian, Greek, and Italian. I am quite like an exile, and
I cannot tell you bow glad I am to get away. The Danube
will be much more pleasant. If you have any friend coming
- Clut to the war, I shall be glad to render him any assistance.
It will be a good experience for any young fellow just quali.
fied, We gt paid in money, not in paper : -820 a month
and four rar,ions a day, or its equivalent in money ; &pound;25 per
passage out, and &pound;25 back after the war is over."

Correspondence.

QUEEN CHARLOTTE’S LYING-IN HOSPITAL.

CHARLES HAWKINS.

"Audi alteram partem."

To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SiR,&mdash;In THE LANCET for January 20th, 1877, the statis-
tics of Queen Charlotte’s Lying-in Hospital for twenty
years, ending 1876, will be found, showing that 7613 women
were delivered in the hospital; of these 220 died, a death-
rate of 1 in 35, ranging annually from 1 in 114 to 1 in 12
patients.
I now send you the statistics of the maternity depart-

ment of St. George’s Hospital for nearly the same period-
viz., from 1854 to the end of 1876, during which time 7952
women were delivered at their own homes, with 28 deaths
(7 of these are said not to have been due to the pnerppral
state), being one death in 284 deliveries. In the last five
years, out of 2377 women delivered the deaths were four,
about 1 in 594. These women were all attended by students
of the hospital, under the supervision of the obstetric
assistant, and, when necessary, the obstetric physician.
In the year 1876, 3069 women were delivered at their own

homes by the midwives of the Royal Maternity Charity,
with six deaths, about 1 in 511 (117 required the attendance
of the physician). I am indebted for the St. George’s
Hospital statistics to the paper by Mr Harper, the obstetric
assistant, in the volume of "Hospital Reports " just pub-
lished, and the others are from the annual report of the
Royal Maternity Charity. I think THE LANCET would do
much service were the records of the other lying-in charities
produced in its pages.
Had I wanted any further confirmation of my own

opinion-however valueless that may be; after watching
carefully the working of a lying-in hospital for twenty
years, that these hospitals should be closed, I should have

found it in the reasoning on the causes of puerperal fever,
and on its treatment, by Dr. Priestley tn his address to the
Obstetrical Society. I now leave to the practitioners of
midwifery the settling of this question. If lying in hos-
pitals continue the responsibility will rest with them.

I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
Savile-row, June 23rd, 1877. CHARLES HAWKINS.
P.S -I may state in the annual report of Q’leea Char-

lotte’s Hospital the nnmber of women delivered in twenty
years is stated to be 7513 ; it ought to be 7613.

POOR-LAW MEDICAL OFFICERS’ ASSOCIATION.

JOSEPH ROGERS,
Chairman of Council.

To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SiR,&mdash;I trust you will permit me to remind the members
of the Poor.lavs medical service that the annual meeting of
the Association will be held at 3, Bolt-court, Fleet-street,
on Tuesday, July 3rd, at 3 P.M. precisely, when, besides
certain matters of a routine character, subjects of consider-
able interest to metropolitan as well as provincial members
will be discussed, such as the abuse of authority by the
police in converting workhouse infirmaries into continuous
police-stations; the extension of the provision by hoards
of guardians of expensive medicines ; the necessity for the
establishment of dispensaries in provincial towns ; the con-
sideration of scme important correspondence with the
Local Government Board anent the question of extra fees; 
the Permissive Superannuation Act, &o.
The work done by the Council during the last twelve

months, though not attracting public attention so markedly
as in past years, has nevertheless shown the absolute
necessity for such an organisation, seeing that we have
been frequently applied to for information, advice, and
support, by Poor-law medical officers who, without our
assistance, would have been at a loss to know where to turn
for help.
The Council therefore trust that members and friends of

the Association will strive to put in an appearance, as it is
very desirable that no apathy or lack of interest should be
exhibited.

I am, Sir, yours obediently,
JOSEPH ROGERS,

Dean-street, June 25th, 1877. Chairmau of Council.

THE UNIVERSITY OF LONDON AND MEDICAL
WOMEN.

To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SiR,&mdash;In your article on 
11 The University of London and

Medical Women you state that" on a former occasion Mr
Fowler voted in the majority, on Wednesday in the

minority." As you have done me the honour to refer to my
vote, will you permit me to explain it. When on the pre-
vious occasion to which you refer the question was raised,
I had not the opportunity of considering the position in
which the University was placed. Mr. Goldsmid moved an
amendment which seemed to me to prejudge the question
of the admission of women to denrees in Arts. Having on
all previous divisions opposed this, I felt bound in con-

sistency to continue to do so. The motion of Mr. Osler for
their admission to medical degrees was then put, and in
that division I took no part. My reason for not voting was
that it had been strongly urged by an eminent medical man
present, who himself expressed in eloquent terms his ab-
horrence of the change, that the Act of last session left us
no option but to acquiesce in it. This argnmput I wished
to have time to consider. In the interval between the two
meetings of the Senate I gave the question my anxious
consideration, and arrived at the conclusion that it was

clearly my duty to support the views of Sir W. Jenner. As
an elected member of the Senate I felt that I ought to pay
great deference to the vote of Convocation, especially as on

this question the medical faculty was nearly unanimuus. I
further believe that the views of that facultv were, in the
main, sound. It may be very true that the action of Par-
liament places the University in a difficult position, but
this seemed to me to be no reason why we should sanction
a measure of pernicious tendency. It may be, and I believe


